
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Medicine and Health

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRMH_149633

	Title of the Manuscript:
	Neuroleptic Malignant Syndrome at the Crossroads of Haloperidol and Polysubstance Abuse: A Case Report

	Type of the Article
	Case report





	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is crucial to the scientific community because it emphasizes how difficult it can be to diagnose Neuroleptic Malignant Syndrome (NMS) and polysubstance abuse withdrawal syndrome because of their similar symptoms, which include tremors, agitation, and tachycardia. It highlights the importance of careful clinical and laboratory correlation in complex cases by describing a case in which a patient with a history of polysubstance dependence developed NMS following haloperidol administration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	strong and appropriate. The main problem—the diagnostic overlap ("Crossroads") between drug- induced NMS (haloperidol) and a complicated patient history (polysubstance abuse)—is succinctly identified in the title.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	Although the abstract is largely comprehensive, its impact and clarity could be improved by explicitly stating how the diagnostic ambiguity was resolved and adding the peak CPK value. since this is the case's primary teaching point.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is accurate from a scientific standpoint. It accurately describes a case of Haloperidol- induced Neuroleptic Malignant Syndrome (NMS), describing the classic symptoms (fever, rigidity, altered mental status). Importantly, it accurately distinguishes NMS from the strikingly similar symptoms of polysubstance withdrawal using significantly elevated Creatine Phosphokinase (CPK) levels, in accordance with accepted medical diagnostic standards and treatment guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cover the main subjects of Neuroleptic Malignant Syndrome (NMS) pathophysiology, diagnosis, and case reports, and there are enough of them for a case report (11 citations in the given section).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the article's English quality is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments
	Recommendation: Minor Revision The manuscript provides a solid methodology, impactful and well-supported data, and clear conclusions that fulfill all stated objectives and add few latest references.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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